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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The general nature of the invention as described in the specification 
and viewed by the applicant was discussed. A focus on the "type of connection" of various users was the emphasis of 
much of the discussion and the proposed amendment. The proposed amendment to claim 1 was discussed to gain 
feedback on whether or not such an amendment would further differentiate claim 1 over the prior art used (Zhao and 
Omshehe). Agreement was reached that the proposed amendment as presented would overcome the prior art 
rejection of claim 1 under Zhao and Omshehe. Further clarification was sought regarding the final limitation of claim 1, 
but no agreement on a proposed amendment to the final limitation was reached. Further consideration of the claims 
.over the prior art will be considered once an official version of claim amendments and/or arguments are received. 



